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RESERVIST AND DRAFTED 
COs RELEASED BY ARMED 
SERVICES 


Among numerous discharges of COs 
from the Armed Forces during the past 
year, the following are very interesting 
cases. 

Joseph M. Toll was discharged from 
the Army Reserves Corps as a con- 
scientious objector. The key to this case 
seems to have been that Toll had ap- 
plied for discharge during the period in 
which it was his privilege to do so. 
Even though the matter was not acted 
upon at that time, this seems to have 
been the technical reason which was 
used in releasing him later as a con- 
scientious objector. Toll was in the ac- 
tive Army from April 16, 1946 until 
October 6, 1947, despite the fact that he 
had been a member of a Mennonite 
Church at Shelbyville, Illinois. He be- 
came a member of the inactive Reserve 
upon leaving the Army. He would have 
been discharged from the Reserves on 
October 2, 1950, except for the exten- 
sion of Reserve membership. He re- 
newed his faith in the Mennonite Church 
by confession upon leaving the Army 
in 1947 and maintained a strong con- 
scientious-objector position from then 
on. He was discharged from the Army 
Reserves in December 1950. The ulti- 
mate successful outcome of this case 
was apparently due to technical con- 
siderations and general convenience of 
the government. 

Robert L. Baucher was a Naval Re- 
_ servist discharged as a conscientious 
objector. He was classified IV-E by 
the local draft board before the Navy 
discharged him. Baucher was in active 
service with the United States Navy 
during World War II and joined the in- 
active Reserves for four years upon 
discharge. During this period he came 


to the conscientious-objector position, 
and obtained a IV-E classification in 
He had thought simply to 


the draft. 





ACLU Report Shows Treatment of COs 
As Threat Against Freedom of Opinion 


The Thirtieth Annual Report of the American Civil Liberties 
Union entitled, “Security and Freedom, The Great Challenge” makes a 
brief reference to test court cases involving the problem of conscien- 


tious objection. 


Following an introduction on “A Free Nation of Free 


People,” the report deals with matters of security and civil liberties, 





UMT COMMISSION TO REPORT 
ON OCTOBER 29, 1951 

The National Security Training 
Commission composed of James W. 
Wadsworth, Chairman, William L. 
Clayton, Karl T. Compton, Admiral 
Thomas C. Kinkaid, USN, Lt. Gen. 
Raymond S. McLain, USA, now has 
an office in the Pentagon and plans 
to make a report to Congress on or 
about October 29, 1951, in keeping 
with the mandate of the UMTS bill 
signed June 19, 1951. As this is 
written it is uncertain whether the 
Commission’s report will be in the 
form of a new bill or an amendment 
to the existing UMTS Law. There is 
indication they will include a con- 
scientious-objector provision identical 
to the provision of the present law. 











let his Naval Reserve status expire, but 
then the extension of service came and 
he made application for a discharge, 
which was successful. Baucher is a 
member of the Evangelical United Bre- 
thren Church. 

Charles Marvin Russell was discharg- 
ed from the Army in May, 1951, after 
induction in November 1950. His dis- 
charge was on the basis of failure of 
the local board to carry through appeal 
procedures which he had requested be- 
fore induction. Russell is a Methodist 
who was classified by his local draft 
board as I-A-O on September 14, 1950. 
On September 25, 1950 the local draft 
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the first freedom, the due process of 
law, equality, international civil liber- 
ties, and a balance sheet of court cases. 
The first section is by far the most 
extensive. The page on conscientious 
objection comes under the general head- 
ing “Threat to Freedom of Opinion.” 
Following is the complete report on con- 
scientious objection: 

“The conflict between religious prin- 
ciples and demands for military serv- 
ice produced a series of court cases 
testing the Selective Service law. 

“The U. S. Supreme Court, by a 
4-4 vote, upheld an 18-month sentence 
imposed on Larry Gara, dean of men 
at an Ohio Mennonite College for vio- 
lation of the draft law. Gara was 
convicted for advising a divinity stu- 
dent, who had just been arrested for 
refusing to register, to remain true 
to his principles. The Union, which 
generally does not oppose government 
action against those advising non-reg- 
istration, did oppose this conviction in 
an appeal court brief. It claimed 
Gara’s freedom of speech was violated 
because there was no clear and pres- 
ent danger of any evil resulting from 
his advice. 

“The same argument was raised in 
the case of a Kansas physician Dr. 
Wirt A. Warren, who had advised his 
stepson not to register for the draft, 
and received a two-year sentence, He 
acted as a religious pacifist. In up- 
holding his conviction in late 1949, a 
U. S. Circuit Court ruled that “free- 
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ACLU REPORT 
(Continued from Page 1) 

dom of speech and religion guaranteed 
by the constitution cannot interfere 
with the power of Congress to provide 
for a common defense and insure the 
survival of the nation.” ACLU’s brief, 
arguing against the existence of a 
clear and present danger, declared 
that when Dr. Warren advised his 
stepson not to register the boy was 
not of draft age—he later registered 
—and that the government had vio- 
lated a confidential parent-child rela- 
tionship. The U. S. Supreme Court 
refused to review the conviction. 

“Another conscieutious objector’s 
case was closed in the winter of 1950 
when the U. S. Supreme Court re- 
fused to review the 1947 conviction 
of 21 men for a wartime “work strike” 
at the Glendora, Calif., civilian pub- 
lic service camp. The Southern Cali- 
fornia branch of ACLU had support- 
ed the 21 defendants’ views that they 
were victims of involuntary servitude. 

“One victory for a conscientious ob- 
jector was recorded when the Supreme 
Court ruled that Martin Cohnstaedt, 
a German alien pacifist, could be na- 
turalized although he refused to agree 
to non-combatant military service in 
wartime. Supporting Cohnstaedt, the 
Union contended that conscientious ob- 
jectors should be eligible for citizen- 
ship since the law exempts such per- 
sons from all service.” 


RESERVISTS AND DRAFTED COs 
RELEASED 
(Continued from Page 1) 
board received a notice of request for 
appeal to IV-E from Russell dated Sep- 


tember 22, 1950. Despite this no ac- 
tion was taken and he was sent for in- 


(Continued in Next Column) 





Navy Prescribes Procedures For Disposition 








Of Enlisted COs in Naval Reserves 


For some months now the Department of the Navy has had in 
effect a regulation for the “disposition of enlisted conscientious objec- 


tors in the Naval Reserves.” 


Following is a quotation from these 


regulations which we have obtained: E 
“1, The enlisted contingent of the Naval Reserve is composed of 





RESERVISTS AND DRAFTED 
- €Os RELEASED 
(Continued from Preceding Column) 


duction on November 17, 1950. After 
being in service, he wrote to General 
Hershey for a review of his case and 
Selective Service held that his proce- 
dural rights had been infringed upon 
and that he should be discharged in or- 
der to make his appeal for IV-E classi- 
fication. 


David Tillson was discharged from the 
Army Reserves, February 20, 1951. Till- 
son joined the Reserves on June 24, 
1948 to be able to complete college with- 
out interference from the draft. He be- 
came a conscientious objector during the 
following year after hearing Quaker and 
FOR speakers and studying religious 
concerns in school. He requested a dis- 
charge on September 1, 1949. When 
called for active service, he was given 
a delay because he was then a student 
at Yale Divinity School. He persisted 
in his efforts to obtain a discharge on 
the basis of being a conscientious ob- 
jector. An honorable discharge was 
granted on February 20, 1951, without 
stating the reason for discharge al- 
though an official had requested au- 
thorities to give a discharge on the basis 
that Tillson was conscientiously opposed 
to participation in war in any form. 





NEW CO REGULATIONS STILL 
DELAYED 

As this is written there are still no 
regulations to implement the new 
conscientious - objector provisions in 
the bill signed June 19, 1951. Gen- 
eral Hershey is now in Europe and 
will return to this country about Sep- 
tember 15. One of his announced 
purposes is to study possible ways of 
using conscientious objectors in serv- 
ice projects overseas. (Another pur- 
pose is to investigate the matter of 
registration of Americans living out- 
side of the country). Regulations 
will probably not be formulated until 
he comes home. However, plans, pro- 
cedures, and forms are now being 
drawn up by the Selective Service 
office. 











members who voluntarily enlisted 
therein. Prior to 15 July 1949, such 
members were permitted to be dis- 
charged at any time upon their own 
request. As a consequence, there 
should be no conscientious objectors 
within the ranks of the Naval Re- 
serve. 

“2. Those enlisted Naval Reservists 
ordered to active duty who claim to 
be conscientious objectors, will be pro- 
cessed as follows: 

“(a) Grant a delay in call to ac- 
tive duty pending decision by the 
Chief of Naval Personnel. 

“(b) Require the Reservists to 
submit a request in writing setting 
forth his reasons for requesting de- 
lay from call to active duty, and 
specifying the date on which he be- 
came a conscientious objector. 

“(c) Such a request should in- 
clude as an enclosure a certification 
from the church he alleges to be a 
member of and the tenets of the 
church as regards military service 
and participation in combatant and 
non-combatant duties. 

“(d) That where practicable, the 
individual be interviewed by a line 
officer of the Navy of experience 
and maturity as well as a Chaplain 
of the Navy with a view to their 
expressing an opinion as to the sin- 
cerity of the man in his claims re- 
garding his religious beliefs and 
convictions. 

“(e) Forward the request to Bu- 
Pers (Bureau of Naval Personnel in 
Washington), via official channels 
with attendant papers and appro- 
priate comments from those com- 
mands through which correspond- 
dence is routed. 

“3. BuPers will decide each con- 
scientious objector case on its own 
merits, and may retain or discharge 
a man as considered appropriate. 
However, if discharge is decided, the 
authorization for discharge will con- 
tain instructions pertaining to report- 
ing such persons to State and Na- 
tional Selective Service Headquarters.” 
The Air Force has similar regula- 

tions for discharge of CO Reservists, but 
not the Army as far as can be deter- 
mined. 





Rules Changed For Discharge From 
The Army For The Convenience 
Of The Government 


Army regulations setting forth the 
possibility of discharge “for the con- 
venience of the government” have re- 
cently been rescinded and replaced. A 
part of this section may be very signi- 
ficant to conscientious objectors who 
have been denied procedural rights dur- 
ing the classification and have been in- 
ducted into the Army or have chosen 
the alternative of refusing induction. A 
part of this section now reads as fol- 
lows: 


Section 582.3 Discharge for the con- 
venience of the Government — (a) 
General. The discharge or release from 
active duty of enlisted personnel for 
the convenience of the government is 
the prerogative of the Secretary of 
the Army and will be effected only 
by his authority. Such authority may 
be given either in an individual case 
or by an order applicable to all cases 
specified in an order. 

(a) Categories for which authorized. 
The Secretary of the Army has dele- 
gated to commanders the authority to 
order enlisted personnel discharged or 
released from active duty for the 
convenience of the Government for the 
following reasons: 


(1) To dispose of cases involving an 
individual’s claim that prior to in- 
duction he was denied a procedural 
right as provided by the Selective 
Service Act of 1948 and was, there- 
fore, erroneously inducted. All re- 
quests for discharge under this pro- 
vision will be forwarded to the officer 
exercising discharge authority and by 
him to the State Director of the Se- 
lective Service System of the state of 
the applicant’s registration for his 
recommendation. The officer exercis- 
ing discharge authority will discharge 
the individual or retain him in the 
service in accordance with the recom- 
mendation made by the State Director 
of the Selective Service System. 


Conscientious objectors in the Army 
who have been clearly denied a proce- 
dural right during the classification pro- 
cess are eligible for release under this 
section. However, where registrants 
have technically been granted all pro- 
cedural rights and are merely the vic- 
tims of prejudice and misinterpretation, 
this provision would have little effect, 
since the State Director’s recommenda- 
tion will play the vital role in determin- 
ing disposition of such cases. Very fre- 
quently the State Director has already 


(Continued on Page 4) 


Methodist Commission Communicates 
Views to State Selective Service Directors 


Dr. Charles Boss, executive secretary of the Commission on World 
Peace of the Methodist Church sent a letter dated May 11, 1951, to each 
State Director of Selective Service. In addition to enclosing pieces of 
literature describing the Methodist concern for conscientious objectors, 
he offered the services of his Commission in assisting with problems of 





CO DISCHARGED AND GIVEN 
ONE YEAR COURT MARTIAL 


SENTENCE 
Editor’s Note: This significant 
article is a reprint from the Wash- 
ington Post. 

FORT LEONARD WOOD, Mo., Aug. 
13 — (UP) — A minister accused the 
Army today of court-martialing a sol- 
dier who tried to become a conscientious 
objector after he was in uniform. A 
general replied that a soldier cannot 
change his classification after induction. 

Pvt. Robert M. Wingo, 21, was dis- 
honorably discharged last month and 
sentenced to a year at hard labor after 
he refused to carry a rifle, saying he 
“didn’t want to kill.” He is awaiting 
transfer to Leavenworth Penitentiary. 


The Rev. C. K. Sparks charged at 
Peoria, Ill., that Wingo was court-mar- 
tialed despite a chaplain’s recommenda- 
tion that he be reassigned to a medical 
unit, and despite the findings of a spec- 
ial board. 

Maj. Gen. S. D. Sturgis, post com- 
mander here, said the soldier was not a 
conscientious objector within the mean- 
ing of military regulations. He said 
Wingo didn’t decide to be a conscientious 
objector until he was well into his 
training. 

“Wingo said he didn’t want to kill,” 
Sturgis said. “Who does? None of 
these boys do, but that’s what the Army 
is for. The rest of the boys who ar- 
rived with Wingo are now in Korea.” 

Sparks, who was Wingo’s minister 
said that when the youth arrived at 
camp he heard a lecture in which a maj- 
or said the Army was going to make the 
recruits “the worst killers possible.” 

“The boy felt something rise up inside 
of him,” Sparks said. “He asked to be 
classified as a conscientious objector.” 

The minister said that a post chap- 
lain, the Rev. Maurice Swisher, recom- 
mended transfer to the Medical Corps 
after talking with Wingo. 

But General Sturgis said the senior 
Post Chaplain, Col. Frank R. Jenkins, 
indorsed his action in denying Wingo as- 
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conscientious objection as they are en- 
countered by State draft officials. He 
informed officials of the plan to register 
Methodist COs with his office, and en- 
closed a copy of this registration form. 
He especially emphasized the action of 
the World Council of Churches at Am- 
sterdam several years ago which recog- 
nized the conscientious-objector position 
as a valid interpretation of the New 
Testament teachings of Christ. In his 
accompanying memo Dr. Boss says: 


“The Methodist Church, in harmony 
with most other Protestant churches, 
the National Council of the Churches 
of Christ in the USA, and the World 
Council of Churches, recognizes the 
fact that at least three main points- 
of-view on the matter of war are held 
by Christians. In other words, some 
Christians may, and do, take, in the 
light of the New Testament and the 
teachings of Jesus, positions which. in- 
clude that of the Christian pacifist or 
conscientious objector. While those 
Christians who take the position of the 
conscientious objector are in the 
minority, the Church as a whole, 
nevertheless, considers the position a 
valid one which may properly be de- 
rived from the life and teachings of 
Jesus, and the Church gives recogni- 
tion to the rights of those members 
who hold this position.” 


Dr. Boss also quotes paragraph 16 of 
the Social Creed of the Methodist 
Church which follows: 


“The Methodist Church, true to the 
principles of the New Testament, 
teaches respect for properly constituted 
civil authority. It holds that govern- 
ment rests upon the support of its 
conscientious citizenship, and that con- 
scientious objectors to war in any or 
all of its manifestations are a natural 
outgrowth of the principle of good will 
and the Christian desire for universal 
peace; and holds that such objectors 
should not be oppressed by compul- 
sory military service anywhere or at 
any time. We ask and claim exemp- 
tion from all forms of military prep- 
aration or service for all conscientious 
objectors who may be members of The 


(Continued on Page 4) 





CO DISCHARGED AND GIVEN 
ONE YEAR SENTENCE 


(Continued from Page 3) 


signment to the Medical Corps and send- 
ing him back to his original unit. 

Wingo was then court-martialed when 
he refused to carry a rifle to the firing 
range. 

The general acknowledged that the 
special board supported Wingo, but said 
he was not obliged to appoint the board 
originally and felt that reassignment 
was not good for the service. 

“If we let Wingo have his way it 
would have started a trend and every- 
one who wanted transfer to the Medical 
Corps would have to be given the same 
privilege,” he said. 

Sturgis explained that under Army 
regulations a soldier who claims to be a 
conscientious objector after he is induct- 
ed must be “fully questioned.” The issue 
then becomes one of assignment not of 
classification as a conscientious objector, 
he said. 

Sparks said he was convinced of the 
soldier’s sincerity. He said he had sent 
written reports to Sen. Everett M. Dirk- 
son (R., Ill.), and the Army and that 
an investigation has been promised. 





RULES CHANGED 
(Continued from Page 8) 


had previous contact with such cases, 
without recommending reclassification. 

Cases of conscientious objectors in- 
dicted for refusal of induction may be 
affected if it can be maintained that 
they were denied some procedural right 
during the classification, and that the 
attempted induction was therefore er- 
roneous. 





METHODIST PEACE COMMISSION 
(Continued from Page 3) 


Methodist Church. In this they have 
the authority and support of their 
Church. However, we recognize the 
right of the individual to answer the 
call of his government in an emer- 
gency according to the dictates of his 

Christian conscience.” 

Our purpose in printing this article is to 
emphasize to all leaders the importance of 
interpreting the various forms of the paci- 
fist belief to proper officials. Similar pre- 
sentations should be made by all churches 
end other CC groups te the National 
Director, other national officials, the Ne- 
tional Selective Service (Presidential) Appeal 
Board, Hearing Officers, State Directors, 
State Appeal Boards, Local Boards, Appeal 
Agents, and others. All such data should 
also be sent to NSB offices. 


REGISTRATION WITH PEACE AGENCY IMPORTANT 
EVIDENCE OF CONSCIENTIOUS-OBJECTOR SINCERITY 


Experience has indicated that a very important piece of evidence in a conscien- 
tious objector’s files is registration with some peace agency, such as denominational 
headquarters, denominational peace fellowships, or other agency such as the FOR. 
Following is a copy of the registration form used by the Commission on World 
Peace of the Methodist Church. The filing of these cards with the local boards 
has been of inestimatable value to many Methodist COs. Many religious bodies 
and other peace agencies have similar forms of registration. Church and peace 
agencies which have not developed these registration forms would, it seems to this 
editor, do well to consider the development of such a card immediately. 





REGISTRATION OF MEMBERS OF THE METHODIST CHURCH 


who are 
CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS TO WAR 
After mature thought and prolonged prayer, I hereby register as a 
conscientious objector to all war. I do this first, as a Christian who is 
convinced that war is irreconcilable with the Christian religion ; second, 
as a patriot devoted to the best interests of my country; third, as a mem- 
ber of The Methodist Church, whose General Conference condemns war 
as “our greatest collective social sin and a denial of the ideals of Christ. 
Name (Mr., Mrs. or Miss) 
Address City State 
Name of Local Church 
Occupation School now attending 
Peace organization of which you are a member 


























Check age group: 16-18 19-22 23-30 31-45 Over 45__ 


Request your pastor to register your name with your local church 
This registration card should be returned to the 
COMMISSION ON WORLD PEACE, 740 Rush St., Chicago 11, Ill. 
Date (over) 











IMPORTANT! 
What chief considerations or fundamental beliefs have led you to become 
a conscientious object to war?_.____ 














When, and under what circumstances, did you become a conscientious ob- 
jector to war? 











What specifically are you doing for peace? 





Have you organized a local Methodist Peace Fellowship? 








Enclosed is $1 as a voluntary annual contribution to the Methodist Peace 


Fellowship. 
If necessary, use an additional sheet for your answers (over) 
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